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Protest  is academic  where t h e  protester ,  t h e  
t h i r d - l o w  o f f e r o r ,  a r g u e s  t h a t  t h e  a w a r d e e ' s  
equ ipmen t  d o e s  n o t  comply w i t h  s p e c i f i c a -  
t i o n s ,  b u t  t h e  c o n t r a c t i n g  a g e n c y  h a s  termi- 
n a t e d  t h e  award o n  other g r o u n d s  and  proposes 
t o  make award t o  t h e  second-low o f f e r o r ,  
whose a b i l i t y  t o  meet s p e c i f i c a t i o n s  t h e  
protester  h a s  n o t  c h a l l e n g e d .  

NBI, I n c . ,  protests a n  award to  Lodde B u s i n e s s  Sys t ems ,  
I n c . ,  u n d e r  request for  q u o t a t i o n s  (RFQ) N o .  F41800-85-4- 
0402, i s s u e d  by t h e  Depar tmen t  o f  t h e  A i r  Force, San  
An ton io ,  Texas ,  Area C o n t r a c t i n g  C e n t e r .  The RFQ, i s s u e d  
September  5, 1985,  sol ic i ted q u o t e s  f rom n i n e  sources o n  a 
m u l t i p l e - a w a r d  F e d e r a l  S u p p l y  S c h e d u l e  c o n t r a c t  f o r  1 1  word 
p r o c e s s i n g  s y s t e m s  t o  be f u r n i s h e d  t o  Lack land  A i r  Force 
Base, Texas .  Al though Lodde o f f e r e d  t h e  lowest o f  t h e  three 
quotes r e c e i v e d  by t h e  A i r  F o r c e ,  NBI a r g u e s  t h a t  t h e  CPT 
C o r p o r a t i o n  equ ipmen t  t h a t  Lodde proposes t o  s u p p l y  d o e s  n o t  
meet c e r t a i n  p e r f o r m a n c e  s p e c i f i c a t i o n s ,  and t h e r e f o r e  Lodde 
s h o u l d  n o t  h a v e  been  g i v e n  t h e  award.  

We d i s m i s s  t h e  protest .  

The A i r  F o r c e  i n f o r m s  u s  t h a t  i t  h a s  t e r m i n a t e d  t h e  
protested c o n t r a c t  because it  h a s  l e a r n e d  t h a t  Lodde q u o t e d  
a n  "open m a r k e t "  price,  r a t h e r  t h a n  i t s  F e d e r a l  S u p p l y  
S c h e d u l e  c o n t r a c t  p r ice ,  making it impossible for  t h e  agency  
to  i s s u e  a d e l i v e r y  o r d e r  u n d e r  t h e  s c h e d u l e  c o n t r a c t .  The 
agency  a d v i s e s  u s  t h a t  i t  now p l a n s  t o  make a n  award t o  t h e  
second-low o f f e r o r ;  NBI is t h i r d - l o w .  

Al though  t h e  A i r  Force h a s  n o t i f i e d  NBI o f  i t s  
d e c i s i o n ,  t h e  p r o t e s t e r  is n o t  s a t i s f i e d  and b e l i e v e s  t h a t  
w e  s h o u l d  s t i l l  d e t e r m i n e  w h e t h e r  t h e  CPT equ ipmen t  o f f e r e d  
by Lodde m e t  s p e c i f i c a t i o n s .  
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Tt is the policy of our Office not to consider academic 
Drotests. When, in response to a protest, a contracting 
agency takes aopropriate remedial action such as the termi- 
nation of a contract, we will not consider the protest 
further, since it would serve no useful Durpose. Southwest 
Rusiness Publications Co., R-213876, Feb. 10, 1984, 84-1 CPn 
11 167. 

Since the Air Force has unequivocally eliminated Lodde 
from the competition, it is irrelevant whether the equipment 
offered meets soecifications. If hlSI is trving to antici- 
Date some future competition between itself and Lodde, a 
challenqe to Lodde's ability to comoly with some unknown 
sDecification is clearly premature. 

We further point out that a Protest is also considered 
academic where the protester would not be in line for the - _._- 

award even if the protest were sustained. See, for examDle, 
Y .  Pashelinsky & Sons, Inc., 5-214973, Aug. 29, 1984, 84-2 
CPr) 11 237. Since NSI, as the third-low offeror, has not 

- 

challenged the ability of the second-low offeror to meet 
specifications, that is the situation here. 

The protest is dismissed. 
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